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UNIVERSITY SENATE 


MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 8 JANUARY 1993 


Dr. P. Kenniff (Chair); Dr. R. Sheinin, Dr. C.L. Bertrand; Dr. M. Cohen; 
Me. B. Gaudet; Prof. F.D. Hamblin; Dean M.N.S. Swamy; Prof. T. 
Stathopoulos; Prof. A. Jalilvand; Dr. F.D. Bui; Dean M. Kusy; Prof. B. 
MacKay; Ms. K. Beaudoin; Ms. K. Jensen; Mr. P.S. Subramanya; Mr. A. 
Qureshi; Prof. U. de Brentani: Prof. S. McDonough; Prof. E. J. Sacca; 
Prof. K. Waters; Prof. J. Locke; Dean G. Valaskakis; Prof. W. Knitter; 
Prof. C. Auchinachie; Prof. W. Byers; Dean R. J. Parker; Mr. B. Smart; 
Mr. J. Fearnley; Prof. J.J. Segovia; Prof. K. Raudsepp; Prof. C. White; 
Ms. 1. Sendek; Prof. E.B. Newman; Prof. M. Brian; Prof. S. Scheinberg; 
Prof. M. Peluso; Mr. J. Makkonen; 


ABSENT WITH REGRETS: Mr. N. Kaminaris; Mr. G. Edwards; Dean C.A. 


ABSENT: 
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Ross; Mr. S. Yee 


Ms. K. Gilbert; Ms. C. Nero; Mr. D. Parent; Mr. P. Toone; Prof. M.O.M. 
Osman; Dr. D. Boisvert. 


Call to Order 
In calling the meeting to order at 2:08 pm., Dr. Kenniff wished all 
members, individually and collectively, a Happy New Year, and extended 


personal wishes to all for health and happiness throughout 1993. 


Approval of Agenda 


The Agenda, as presented, was approved. 

Dr. Kenniff advised that the next Agenda item would be dealt with in 
"Closed Session", and he asked those in attendance who were not members 
of Senate to leave the meeting. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Senate Minutes 


Dr. Kenniff advised that the Secretary had not been able to complete the 
Minutes of the Meeting of 4 December 1992, and that they would be put 
over for approval at the next Senate meeting. 


Remarks from the Chair 


Dr. Kenniff announced the appointment of Dr. Kenneth Roy Bonin as 
Director of Libraries, as of I January 1993. 
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Items for Information 


Dean Kusy extended congratulations to Dr. Rongtuan Lin, a graduate of the 
Ph.D. (SIP) Biology Programme, who was selected as a finalist in the 
NSERC Doctoral Prize Competitions. He also extended congratulations to 
Dr. Lin's Research Supervisor, Dr. Elaine B. Newman, Biology 
Department, Faculty of Arts and Science and a member of Senate. 


In presenting the document entitled Concordia University Tuition Fees 
1993-94, (BG 92-11-D95), which was being tabled for information, Dr. 
Cohen, Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, advised that in 
approving the tuition fee increases for 1993-94 at its last meeting, the Board 
of Governors also approved the recommendations concerning financial 
assistance to undergraduate, graduate and international graduate students, as 
noted in the document. 


REPORT FROM SCAPP CONCERNING ACADEMIC PRIORITIES 


In presenting the Report from SCAPP concerning academic priorities, 
(document US-92-10-D2), Dean Parker advised that during the last 
academic year there had been a great deal of discussion at SCAPP regarding 
the manner in which academic planning within the University was being 
done, and especially in terms of how it was related to the budgetary process; 
that many questions arose in the SCAPP discussions, and that SCAPP had 
held many discussions with the Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and 
Finance, and the Associate Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, 
as to the budgeting committee itself; that a small Sub-Committee was 
formed by the Chair of SCAPP to deal with academic planning and how it 
was related to the budgetary processes; and that arising from that was the 
creation of the document that was now before Senate, and which included a 
series of principles, and discussion concerning the planning model itself. 
He further advised that it was the intent of the SCAPP Sub-Committee, with 
respect to document US92-10-D2, that it would begin to open the process 
as to how planning was related to the budgetary process; that one of the first 
principles, which the Sub-Committee felt very strongly about and which 
was approved and accepted by SCAPP, was that it be an open process in 
which full disclosures would take place; that "full - disclosure" meant full 
disclosure of the budget within the unit level, within the Faculty level and 
within the University level; and that it also meant full disclosure and full 
knowledge of the plans and priorities that existed within the units, whether 
they existed at the Faculty or departmental level; and full knowledge and 
disclosure of the plans and priorities that existed at the sectoral level. In 
addition, there were a number of issues that the Sub-Committee had dealt 
with in terms of how planning was actually done and the relationships that 
existed either at the unit level or the sectoral level, and what sorts of 
relationships existed between sectors as to the planning and the setting of 
priorities within the University itself, and what sorts of communication took 
place between sectors, between departments and between Faculties. Finally, 
he advised that it was the intention of the SCAPP Sub-Committee that its 
Report be sent to the Faculty and School Councils for reactions and 
recommendations which would be returned to SCAPP for further 


deliberations; that hopefully a set of recommendations and procedures 
actually would come from the consultation process either at the unit or 
Faculty level, as well as at Senate; that the Sub-Committee would like to 
have any first reactions which members of Senate might have at today's 
meeting vis-a-vis the document and the principles contained therein, in order 
to assist and to give guidance to the discussions that would take place at the 
various Councils; that the Report represented a process and a model that he 
hoped could be proposed and implemented within the University; and that 
such guidelines hopefully would provide impetus for discussions at the 
Faculty, departmental, or unit level. 


Dr. Sheinin advised that the heads of all of the academic units within the 
University would be receiving an invitation to comment on the document, 
and to encourage discussion within the unit, in order to ensure that the 
whole process of strategic academic planning, and the attendant budgeting 
processes, would become second nature to every member of the University 
community. 


Noting that the terms of reference of SCAPP indicated that it was a planning 
and priorities committee with specific reference to academic programmes, 
Prof. Waters voiced concern that there were other issues involving priorities 
that impacted on academic programmes which also should be considered, 
including the question of the recruitment and retaining of students, and the 
recruitment and retaining of faculty members, etc.; and she stated that while 
she did not wish to overwhelm the Committee, nor did she know how such 
activities could be worked into the structure, nonetheless, they were very 
much a part of the concept of academic planning and priorities, and should 
be given consideration. 


In response, Dr. Sheinin agreed that what was stated above was correct, 
and that the determination as to how to feed the various activities in the 
University that were involved into the overall process of strategic academic 
planning was a challenge; and that notwithstanding the title, the SCAPP 
Sub-Committee had a very specific purpose which was incorporated in the 
title and in the body of the text, and which was to address the question of 
mechanisms by which academic priorities and planning should evolve at 
Concordia so that it could become a process of strategic planning. In 
addition, Dean Parker advised that one of the difficulties which the 
Sub-Committee identified, and which was raised in the Report itself, was 
the manner in which sectoral levels set priorities; that while the 
Sub-Committee was very much aware of the needs within the service area, 
e.g., the purchase of a cherry picker or improvements to the escalator 
system, etc., it was unable to come up with answers to related questions 
such as to how to balance the service sector needs against those of another 
sector, including the academic sector, how to balance off the need for funds 
that would be necessary to establish a policy on recruitment and retention of 
a particular group of students, how information with respect to that was 
exchanged, what was the process whereby decision-making took place so 
that the academic sector, and those directly involved, had input into that 
decision-making process, where and how did that process exist, etc.; and 
that what the Sub-Committee wanted was that a full discussion of such 
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issues would take place within the community itself so that individuals 
would feel comfortable with a process whereby information was exchanged 
and the needs of the various sectors were agreed upon, so that the decisions 
themselves were not taken in isolation by each sector; but rather, that there 
would be communication, consensus and agreement on the part of the 
academic community as to the priorities and how they were set, and to be a 
part of that process. And he expressed the hope that these sorts of issues 
would be dealt with at the unit, Faculty and School levels, so that people 
who provide input would provide opinions as to how these decisions could 
be made, and what sort of process with respect to that should be 
implemented within Concordia. 


After commenting favorably on the inclusion of the principles enunciated on 
page 5, document US-92-10-D2, which, he advised, affirmed the 
fundamental role of the academic units in the development of institutional 
plans and priorities and recognized the academic sector's centrality to the 
University, Prof. Byers stated that he wished to place some emphasis on the 
phrase - "The proposed academic planning process was continuous, circular 
and interactive"; that in his opinion this was a key statement and one that 
many of those present were in favour of, although it was not so easy to 
make it work in practice; that from his own position in the University there 
was a lot of support for the concept of horizontalizing the decision-making 
processes, although given his own experience in an hierarchical university 
system, it would not be very easy to implement; that while the principles of 
circularity and inter-active decision-making were established in the 
document, the appended flow charts, in fact, represented a very linear 
model, which, he suggested, might be corrected by building in more 
feed-back loops at various places in the document, such that there would be 
continuous circularity within the process, e.g., a feed-back between SCAPP 
and the departments, etc. 


Dean Parker advised that the above comment with respect to more feed-back 
loops would be considered by the Sub-Committee in subsequent drafts. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY DEAN KUSY, 
THAT THE REPORT FROM SCAPP, (DOCUMENT US-92-10-D2), BE 
REFERRED TO FACULTY AND SCHOOL COUNCILS FOR 
CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS WITH RESPECT TO 
THE DEVELOPMENT OF POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR 
ESTABLISHING ACADEMIC PRIORITIES WITHIN THE CONTEXT 
OF THE BUDGETING PROCESS. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
Report from the Board of Governors' ad hoc Committee on the Revision of 


the Composition, Rules and Procedures for Evaluation and Advisory Search 
Committees. 


Dr. Kenniff explained that in considering this item at its meeting of 22 
December 1992, the Steering Committee felt that it was sufficiently 
important that it be on today's Agenda, but also that given the already heavy 
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Agenda, and to allow more time for members of Senate to digest and 
consider the Report (document US-93-1-D8), that there be a special Senate 
meeting beginning at 9:00 am, Saturday, 16 January 1993, in the Russell 
W. Breen Senate Chamber; and that at this meeting, there would be a 
30-minute preliminary discussion in "Committee of the Whole". He also 
advised that he would ask Me B. Gaudet, the Secretary-General and a 
member of the Board's ad hoc Committee, to give some preliminary 
remarks with respect to the Report; that he would then ask Dean Kusy, as 
the spokesperson for the ad hoc Committee that was established by Senate 
last September to present its Interim Report which was being tabled today at 
Senate; and that he would then open the floor for general discussion. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 


Me Gaudet advised that the Report (document US-93-1-D8) had been tabled 
at the Board of Governors on 16 December 1992 and was immediately sent 
to the Secretary of Senate, who, in turn, sent copies to all members of 
Senate on 17 December 1992; that copies also had been forwarded to the 
Faculty Councils, to the Chairs of all departments, to the students 
associations and to CUFA; and that it was also published in a special edition 
by Concordia's Thursday Report on 6 January 1993. She further advised 
that while all members of the Board's ad-hoc Committee had been invited to 
today's meeting, only Dr. Habib, Faculty of Arts and Science, was able to 
attend, but that additional members would be present at the Special Senate 
Meeting to be held on 16 January 1993; that generally speaking, the position 
of the members of the Board's ad hoc Committee was that the Report, 
which had been tabled at the Board of Governors, was now out of their 
hands, and that it belonged to the whole University community; that while 
members were quite willing to answer questions from members of Senate at 
the Special Meeting on 16 January 1993, and to clarify positions with 
respect to recommendations in the Report, they would not participate in a 
debate; and that both she and Dr. Habib were prepared to answer questions 
at today's meeting, and that she therefore wished to request speaking 
privileges for Dr. Habib. 


In presenting and explaining the Draft Interim Report of the Senate ad hoc 
Committee on the Selection and Evaluation of Senior Administrators, Dean 
Kusy provided background information with respect to the work of the ad 
hoc Committee and the rationale for the recommendations contained in its 
"Draft Report". He also advised that there were a number of issues which 
the Senate ad hoc Committee was unable to address because of the time 
constraint, including the determination of chairs of multiple 
simultaneously-operating selection committees, the terms of appointments, 
tonal difficulties vis-a-vis the Report, guidelines for members of advisory 
selection committees, and committee eligibility rules and conflicts of 
interest. 


In response to a question, Dean Kusy explained that the 1 1crucial role" 
referred to in item 2, of the Guiding Principles on page 4, was intended to 
mean that Senate should have a "pro-active" role in the selection process. 


It was agreed, as requested earlier, that Dr. Habib be granted speaking 
privileges. 


In preliminary remarks, Prof. Newman extended congratulations to the 
Board of Governors' ad hoc Committee for having "watered down" 
considerably the loyalty oath in the existing procedures; but at the same 
time, she questioned the lack of procedures, both with respect to the 
possible expulsion of a member from an Advisory Search Committee, and 
other actions that might be taken by the Board at various points in the 
processes that differed from the proposed procedures. In addition, she 
advised that the Report had an important underlying philosophical question 
with which she disagreed, namely, whether it was the faculty or the Board 
of Governors that made the academic decisions for the University, and that 
in her opinion, it should be the faculty; that what was being proposed was a 
significant decrease in faculty representation on advisory selection 
committees; and that Senate should draw on the wisdom of the Board's ad 
hoc Committee, and on its own wisdom, and write a new document that 
would take due notice of everything that was said, but making it clear that it 
was Senate that should decide how the senior positions should be searched. 
She also expressed appreciation to the Senate ad hoc Committee for its 
point-by-point consideration of document US-93-1-D8. 


Other issues which were raised, included questions with respect to the 
attendance of members of the Board's ad hoc Committee at the Special 
Senate Meeting on 16 January 1993 for the purpose of elucidating, 
elaborating and clarifying points raised in the Report, but not participating in 
the Senate debate; the need for faculty input into the process for selecting 
Deans, either through built in feed-back mechanisms for consultation or by 
ensuring a sufficient number of faculty members on the selection committee; 
the need to have a proper ratio on the Deans' selection committees vis-a-vis 
faculty members and students within and outside the particular Faculty; the 
need for academic input into the selection process at all levels, including all 
Vice-Rectors' positions and not only that of the Vice-Rector, Academic, by 
ensuring a sufficient number of faculty and student members on the 
selection committees; consideration of mechanisms for feed-back from the 
particular unit, including the open processes used at some of the western 
Canadian universities in order to ensure support and respect from members 
of the unit for the prospective administrator, and particularly in the case of 
the selection of a Dean; the effect of Senate endorsement of the 
recommendations from the Senate ad hoc Committee, and whether such 
approval would imply that the Report from the Board's ad hoc Committee 
would have to be sent back for reconsideration; the general issue of the 
approval process, which, Senate was advised, was to be addressed further 
by the ad hoc Committee prior to the Special Senate Meeting; a concern with 
what was described as the offensive tone of the Report, and with the vision 
contained therein, which, it was suggested, was moving decision-making 
away from the faculty and toward a select group of people; a concern with 
respect to provisions for input from the Rector into the selection process; 
and consideration of a process for resolving differences between Senate's 
views and those contained in the Report from the Board of Governors' ad 
hoc Committee. 
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In his remarks, Prof. Habib advised that he had taken the task of 
restructuring the existing University procedures for the selection of senior 
administrators very seriously in accepting to serve of the Boards' ad hoc 
Committee; that he had been conscious of the need to find out what the 
community had to say during the 3 "open hearings” which were held, and 
that the ad hoc Committee had listened very carefully to the presentations 
that were made; and that the terms of reference of the ad hoc Committee had 
not included a mandate to discuss the powers of Senate or the question of 
the relationship between Senate and the Board of Governors, nor was it part 
of the Committee's mandate to present a vision as to what the University 
should be. He also emphasized that one of the most important points that 
kept coming up in the presentations was the issue of confidentiality, which, 
he felt, represented a malaise throughout the University, and that the 
Committee had removed the confidentiality question, which he considered 
to be one of the Committee's most important accomplishments; that the 
Committee also had wrestled with the question of having both evaluation 
committees and advisory search committees, and in response to 
representations from the community, it was recommending that there be a 
single advisory selection committee which could do the work of both 
committees; and that the ad hoc Committee also was recommending, in 
effect, that there be a majority of representatives from the academic 
community on advisory selection committees, a conflict-resolution 
mechanism which did not exist previously, supervision of the faculty 
election processes by an independent, impartial authority, and pro-active 
procedures vis-a-vis generating women candidates and eliminating even 
inadvertent discrimination practices with respect to procedures. 


Dr. Kenniff thanked Prof. Habib for his comments. 


In responding to procedural concerns with respect to the Board of overnors' 
time-table for approving the recommendations from its ad hoc Committee, 
and ensuring that the Special Senate Meeting was prominently advertised in 
Concordia's Thursday Report as an | lopen meeting", Dr. Kenniff advised 
that he did not interpret the resolution concerning this to mean that the 
Report would be given final approval at the Board of Governors meeting of 
17 February 1993, and that Senate could consider whether to recommend a 
different time-table to the Board after its discussions on 16 January 1993; 
and that he presumed that the representative from the Concordia's Thursday 
Report who was present had taken note of the request for prominence in 
announcing the Special Senate Meeting. 


Dr. Kenniff again thanked Dr. Habib for being present at today's meeting; 
and he also thanked Dr. Kusy, Prof. Peluso and Mr. Makkonen for the 
work that they had done in preparing the Draft Interim Report of the Senate 
hoc Committee on the Selection of Senior Administrators. 


REGULAR SESSION RESUMED 
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Graduate Curriculum Proposals 


Commerce and Administration 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN KUSY, SECONDED BY MR. 
MAKKONEN, THAT THE PROPOSED GRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF COMMERCE AND 
ADMINISTRATION (DOCUMENT US-93-1-D4) BE APPROVED, AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE 
(DOCUMENT US-93-1-D7). 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Engineering and Computer Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN KUSY, SECONDED BY PROF. 
HAMBLIN, THAT THE PROPOSED GRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER 
SCIENCE (DOCUMENT US-93-1-D5) BE APPROVED, AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE 
(DOCUMENT US-93-1-D7). 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Special Individual Programmes 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN KUSY, SECONDED BY PROF. PELUSO, 
THAT THE PROPOSED GRADUATE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN 
THE SPECIAL INDIVIDUAL PROGRAMMES (DOCUMENT 
US-93-1-D6) BE APPROVED, AS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE (DOCUMENT 
US-93-1-D7). 


Commenting on a concern in the Faculty of Arts and Science with respect to 
the proposed changes in the Special Individual Programmes, Dean 
Valaskakis advised that while she was not recommending that the changes 
be tabled, she was giving notice to Senate that it was her intent to take back 
subsequently to the Arts and Science Faculty Council Steering Committee, 
the Council itself, and other relevant bodies in the University, an 
amendment that would allow for Special Individual Programmes which 
could be single-disciplined in orientation, particularly in the Faculty of Arts 
and Science. 


Prof. Auchinachie advised that he was in support of the above comments; 
that inasmuch as departmental divisions in various universities were often 
different, the English Department at Concordia, with Creative Writing, had 
almost two disciplines within it; and that not to be allowed to offer a Special 
Individual Programme in this area would create a hardship, if not an 
academic tragedy. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 
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Proposal concerning the French Department Prize 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VALASKAKIS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
SCHEINBERG, THAT SENATE APPROVE AND RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS, THE CHANGE IN NAME OF THE 
FRENCH DEPARTMENT PRIZE TO "PRIX PAUL D'HOLLANDER'", 
AS PROPOSED IN DOCUMENT US-93-1-D9. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Concerns with respect to the University Library 


Ms. Beaudoin advised that this item initially had been put on the Agenda at 
the request of the undergraduate student representatives; that there was 
nothing that they wished to discuss at this point in time; and that she was 
requesting, therefore, that the item be removed from the Agenda, unless 
there were any concerns which other members might have with respect to 
the Library. 


In response to a question from Prof. Auchinachie concerning the acquisition 
of the "Book of Kells", Senate was advised that the opportunity to purchase 
the document had been provided by donors who had specifically earmarked 
the money for that purpose; that it was felt that it would be a fitting purchase 
to mark the opening of the Webster Library; that it was a major historical 
document which would be of great interest to students in the Faculty of Fine 
Arts; that the "Book of Kells" and the "Domesday Book" were documents 
that had been acquired as part of the events which marked not only the 
opening of the Webster Library, but also the completion of the University's 
library expansion programme which involved, as well, the Vanier Library; 
and that both documents were founding contributions from the "Friends of 
the University Libraries" which was a new organization which had been set 
up specifically for the purpose of bringing together people who had a 
specific interest in making contributions to the University which were 
earmarked and specified for Library acquisitions. 


In response to a question from Prof. Scheinberg concerning CD-ROM 
charges, Ms. Sendek advised that the charges represented a partial cost 
recovery for what she described as a very expensive resource. Additional 
concerns were voiced with respect to the fact that the practice may be 
precedent-setting; that experience indicated that every time a new piece of 
technology was developed, determining how faculty members should pay 
for it seemed to be given priority consideration; and that there was an 
unacceptable notion that CD-ROM searches by faculty members benefitted 
only the individual and not the University in general. 


It was suggested by Dr. Kenniff, and it was agreed, that the meeting 
proceed to the next Agenda item. 
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Appointments 


Committees of Senate 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SUBRAMANYA, SECONDED BY MS. 
BEAUDOIN, THAT THE APPOINTMENT OF MR. ASIF ZAIDI AS 
THE GRADUATE STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE ON THE SENATE 
RESEARCH COMMITTEE (TERM TO 1993), AS PROPOSED IN 
DOCUMENT US-93-1-D2, BE APPROVED. 


In response to a request from Mr. Qureshi that he be permitted to read into 
the Senate record a joint letter from Mr. Synning, President of the GSA, 
and himself, concerning previous Senate action with respect to the 
appointment, Dr. Kenniff advised that the letter, (document US-93-1-D10) , 
which had been circulated to and read by all members, was already a part of 
the official Senate record; and he suggested, and it was agreed, that the 
request would be satisfied by being referred to in, and appended to, the 
Senate Minutes (Appendix 1). 


During the ensuing discussion, issues which were raised and responded to 
centred on assertions contained in document US-93-1-D10; -GSA practices 
with respect to nomination procedures vis-a-vis the appointment of graduate 
student representatives to University bodies; corrective measures which 
were being taken by the GSA with respect to fostering women candidates as 
representatives to various committees, including the University's Sexual 
Harassment Committee; and the problem of apathy among all graduate 
students with respect to participation on University bodies. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED, (13 in favour; 7 
opposed; 6 abstentions). 


Other Business 


Dr. Kenniff advised that in looking at the suggested Agenda for today's 
meeting, which had included the "Capital Campaign - Draft Table of 
Needs", and which had been postponed from the last meeting, the Steering 
Committee had felt that it was a potentially lengthy Agenda, and had decided 
that some item should be postponed to the February 1993 Senate meeting; 
that it had opted to put the SCAPP Report on the Agenda f or today's 
meeting; and that with the agreement of Dr. Cohen and Mr. Hyde, the 
"Capital Campaign - Draft Table of Needs" would be postponed and would 
be dealt with as the first item of business at the February 1993, Senate 
meeting. 


Next Meetings: 


Dr. Kenniff announced that the next meeting was a Special Senate Meeting 
to be held at 9:00 am, Saturday, 16 January 1993, in the Russell W. Breen 
Senate Chamber; that the Secretary would attempt to make available coffee, 
juice and croissants as of 8:30 am; and that dress would be informal. 


He further announced that the next regular meeting would be held at 2:00 
pm, Friday, 5 February 1993, in the Senate Chamber. 


Adjournment 
93-1-21 The meeting was adjourned at 4:04 pm. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


